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1 FCC-MAILROOM I 

',.,,i:tloi : h.ppLic::uti Name: Scott J. Oyer, Director of techno lug^ 
Iroquois West School District 10 
529 E. 2nd St. 
Gilnian, L. 60638 
Phone: (815) 265-4642 
Fax: (815) 265-7008 

a , . /  , : , , i i ~ y  3itinihcr: 135804 
;.;i.,. . .  ..,tic[ .' ('rintacl: Scott J. Oyer 

.I7 1 AI'X'IJC:A'TXON NUM13ER 343292 

j>i~:t ' lSlOY: C.'OMPI.kXC DENIAL EXPLANArON: 30% OR MORE Ih'El.ICIBI.I-: 

! i.i,\ , w h n ) i s s i u i i  IS tn uppeal the SLD's May 1, 2003 determination that Iroquois West 
. . i j . iot,I  i)i!;tl*ict 1 0  hns been totally denied funding for funding request 9248.10 - 
: r . i . ~ c c ? i r i r ~ t c , i r i ~ ( ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ ) r ~ ~  services with vendor Verizon North - due to the SLD's dctcrminarion 
,,,I;!I :iKj 0 1  iriurc ol.tliit request was unsubstanriatcd and thereby ineligible per progrcm 
r?l IC!;. 

Wc l > ~ l i e v c  that tllc determiriation was in exror, not justified by the facts in the case per our 
iiiiciiij 47 I iippiicatioii and the subsequent information faxed to the SJ..I>. Moreover. wc 
i.< ;;r\ rtiat thc SI ,D's policy of denying the entire funding request - even when thc 
!mti<wi:y i!j the atpplication is clea,rly valid - Sets a very negative direction for the progr:ini, 
OIIC 'wliich. illtimatclj', denies the applicant funds 011 eligible services. 

\VI: J ~ L  ih;tt the FCC remand this decision back to the SI,D with the direction to rrcalciilirte 
:i,c fiinding reqnest based on the evidence hcrein -- without regard to the 30% ineligible 
ih:.cslivld -. tinL{ allow Iroquois West's fiinding reqiiest reviewed on its mcrits; and, 
:iiitnwtcIy, IXIVC a new, revised funding request issued to them for the eligible Fortior1 of 
i l ic ir  rcqucst. In sum, we submit that the funding request should be rednccd accord- 
.- w)t  ilcnied iij y@&~s was the case here. 

UO VI(.'&? OF FUNDlNG YEAR 2003 -- FUNDING REQUEST NUMBER: 924X41) 
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I,'scrs of the ( h s ~  

: I I ~ :  11 o q u > i x  !vest School District's (hoquois) 471 applicatioii # 343292 was submitteii on 
, . .  1~-:7!)0i. with 
, !~ ,p i ,c~t t t> i~ ilsludcrl ii Luotiing request 8924840 which way for tariffed telecoflimutiicalioris 
. \C'I  i iicli t'roin Verimn-North at an average cost of%341.00 pcr month, or $4092.00 a y m  

',..i!twtlixiit 1.0 lhc ;ipplir.;dion. discussions were held by SLD revicwcrs and Iroquois s ta t l io  
< $ : ! , : . ' I  i;iuli:!r i i ~ ~ h i i ; . ~ h r t  on the application. In its response, Iroquois staf'facknowlcrigcd 10 

:! . i .  : , e \  i w c i  i h t  ill1 erwr had been made - in one of the months used to calculate the 
:' !~!.III:.\~ $341 ,OO nicriitlily airiouiit on the 471, a past due amount of $52.84 was inatlvertcn1l~ 

. ~ : I A I ~ . ~  i l l  C N W  0 1  rhc hills. Ircquois submitted the information (attached as Exhihit A) otlhr'cc 
I ~ X ~ I I I S  ~ d h i l l s  and iigwcd that the charlge should be made to reflect the original%?41.00 
! . '~ ; I Iw 632.84 01' S288.16 per month, presumably leaving 84.5% ofthe requcst as 
.I ih1wi1 iuterl. 

' ' t i  # T i -  : i h i i i t  Vlny 5 .  2003. lruquois received its Funding Coiimitnrciit Decision 1,erter 
I : 'I )I I .  1'Iii:i  k w r  denied the entire request with the explanation that read: "30% or !iiori: 

!:lib IkHN iiir:litdcs ii request for unsubstantiated basic phone charges which arc indigibk 

..-_ ..."-r"..-w.=._ 

allownble contract date froin the enabling 47W ol122177/2002. 'Tk 

.. 
,... , . I .  ~ W I ~ ~ U T I  riIIcs. In its review. the S1,D dropped the allowable amount even furthe!, 
i,!v:il 11'1 nil ncniyc of $230.08 per month, or $2761.44 per yeax. 'The total reduction by 

i : y a i i -  ml S1.D .;raft' unrowted to $1 10.92 per month, or 32.5% of the original $341 ,OO 
' W ~ e S I .  pJCsLlm:th!S now leaving 67.5% of the request as valid, and 32.5% as ineligible 
~ I : I ~ I ' ~ x  in c r ~ w  Since this new. revised aiiiouiii was above the 30% ineligible BIIIOUII~. turd 

0. : t?z  t h  IIVU iItkxp-ddoIi of the rules by tbc SLU, the entire requcsi was denied. I&! 
;~r.I~:lii:i: by < I  . I )  s(ulf would have been to reduce the amount to the $2761.44 lcvcl :ind ollrrlr 
ii!:' lwiLling requwi to move forward instead of a blanket denial. 
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